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MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2000

HOL9350 PECPLE v. SQUI RES

The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Cottle, P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Oct ober 30, 2000

H019826 PECPLE v. W LKINS

The judgnent on count 2 is reversed. 1In all other respects,
the judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Filed Cctober 30, 2000

H018595 PEOPLE v. MARI SCAL
By the Court*:
Appel lant's petition for rehearing is denied.
Fil ed: October 30, 2000
*Before Preno, Acting P.J., Bamattre-Mnoukian, J. and
Winderlich, J.

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 31, 2000

H021780 M CHELLE W, et al. v. SUPERI OR COURT; DFCS, et al.
The petition for extraordinary wit is denied. (not

publ i shed)

(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,

Winderlich, J.)

Filed October 31, 2000

HOL9656 HERTZ CORPORATION v. KIM A Mnor, et al
The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Filed October 31, 2000
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Tuesday, October 31, 2000 (conti nued)

H020248 PECPLE v. BROUGH
H020934 BROUGH on Habeas Cor pus

As to the appeal (H020248), the judgnent is nodified to
reflect an eight-nonth termfor count 5 (Veh. Code, 8§ 23153,
subd. (b)). The abstract of judgnent shall be anmended to reflect
that nodification. The abstract of judgnment shall al so be
anended to reflect the inposition of a concurrent termfor count
7 (Veh. Code, § 23153, subd. (b)). As nodified, the judgnment is
af firnmed.

As to the petition for wit of habeas corpus (H020934), we
i ssue herewith an order to show cause returnable in the superior
court, before the judge who presided over these proceedi ngs or
before such other judge as the presiding judge shall designate,
directing the People to show cause why defendant’s petition for
writ of habeas corpus should not be granted on the ground of
trial counsel’s failure to correctly advise defendant of the
maxi mum sent ence he faced for the charges in the anended
information. A formal return shall be served and filed in the
San Benito County Superior Court at a tinme and date specified by
the trial court, and defendant may then file a traverse thereto.
Upon these formal pleadings, the trial court nust determ ne
whet her an evidentiary hearing is needed. (People v. Romero
(1994) 8 Cal.4th 728, 739-740.) If the trial court determ nes

that an evidentiary hearing is necessary, it shall identify the
i ssues to be deci ded, conduct the hearing, and then make findi ngs
and grant or deny appropriate relief. |If the trial court

determ nes that no evidentiary hearing is necessary, it shal
make findings and grant or deny appropriate relief. (not
publ i shed)

(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)

Filed October 31, 2000

HCO20292 PEOPLE v. HURTADO
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Filed October 31, 2000
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VEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2000

H020623 BROTHERS, as Co-trustee v. DAVIS as Co-trustee

The Order OF August 23, 1999 is affirmed. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Mhara,
J.)
Fil ed Novenber 1, 2000

HO20360 PEOCPLE v. CASTELLANGCS

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Cottle, P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 1, 2000

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2000

H019992 PECPLE v. VASQUEZ

The Cerk of the Court is directed to anend the abstract of
judgnent in People v. Vasquez (No. 180790) to show 1, 447 days of
actual custody credit. This figure represents the sum of 575
days granted plus the 872 days of actual custody which appell ant
spent between his arrest and initial sentencing in Case 2. The
Clerk of the Court is directed to forward a certifed copy of the
anended abstract of judgnent to the Departnent of Corrections.
The judgnent is otherwise affirmed. (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Cottle, P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 2, 2000

FRI DAY, NOVEMBER 3, 2000

H019112 PECPLE v. LUSK

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Cottle, P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 3, 2000

H020145 PEOPLE v. MOORE

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Winderlich, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Bamattre-
Manouki an, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 3, 2000
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Fri day, Novenber 3, 2000 (Conti nued)

H020180 PEOPLE v. SASSER

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Mhara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 3, 2000

H020362 PEOPLE v. BONTI LAO
H021875 BONTI LAO on Habeas Cor pus

The judgnent is affirmed. As to the petition for wit
of habeas corpus, we issue an order to show cause returnable in
the superior court, before the judge who presided over these
proceedi ngs or before such other judge as the presiding judge
shal | designate, directing the People to show cause why
defendant’s petition for wit of habeas corpus should not be
granted on the ground of the trial court’s failure to correctly
advi se defendant of the inmgration consequences of his plea. A
formal return shall be served and filed in the Santa C ara County
Superior Court at a tinme and date specified by the trial court,
and defendant may then file a traverse thereto. Upon these
formal pleadings, the trial court nmust determ ne whether an
evidentiary hearing is needed. (People v. Romero (1994) 8
Cal .4th 728, 739-740.) |If the trial court determ nes that an

evidentiary hearing is necessary, it shall identify the issues to
be deci ded, conduct the hearing, and then nmake findings and grant
or deny appropriate relief. |If the trial court determ nes that

no evidentiary hearing is necessary, it shall make findings and
grant or deny appropriate relief. (not published)

(Mhara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Elia, J.)

Fil ed Novenber 3, 2000

HOL9965 PECPLE v. CONTRERAS

The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Winderlich, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Bamattre-
Manouki an, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 3, 2000
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Fri day, Novenber 3, 2000 (Conti nued)

H019536 PAUL T. BECK CONTRACTORS v. RHODES & KESLI NG et al.

The judgnent is affirnmed. Each party to bear their own
costs. (not published)
(Mhara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed Novenber 3, 2000
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